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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

L Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121. 

I. Claims 1-6, 7-9, 10-13, 18-22 and 38-40, drawn to a method comprising running client 
modules on mobile devices etc. . . classified in class 709/203. 

II. Claims 14-16, 17 and 23-25 drawn to a method comprising maintaining in a wireless 
device a list of real-world services that are available from a user of the device through an 
application running on the device etc. . . classified in class 455/426. 1 . 

III. Claims 26-32 drawn to a method comprising transmitting a message from an 
identified user of a short range wireless device to an identified user of another device etc. . . . 
classified in class 455/412.2. 

IV. Claims 33-37 drawn to a method comprising running applications on devices that are 
associated with respective owning entities etc. . .classified in class 380/282 

V. Claims 41-44 drawn to a method comprising associating with each one of a number 
of different mobile devices that have a short range wireless communication capability, a person 
who is a user of the device etc. . .classified in class 455/414.3. 
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VI. Claims 45-51 drawn to a method comprising recognizing automatically that an entity 
in possession of a short-range wireless device is within a particular area etc. . . . classified in class 
455/456.1. 

VII. Claims 52-67 drawn to a method comprising electronically storing, in publicly 
accessible location information about real-world entities that are users of devices that have short- 
range wireless communication capability etc. . . classified in 455/412. 1 . 

VIII. Claims 68-71 drawn to a method comprising at a first device, receiving 
information from a second device through a short-range wireless communication channel, the 
information identifying an actual geographic location of the second device based on signals 
received from GSP sources etc... classified in class 342/357.06 

2. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and II are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
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art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

3. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and III are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

4. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and IV are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
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art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

5. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and V are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

6. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and VI are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
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art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

7. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and VII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

8. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions I and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
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art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

9. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions II and III are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

10. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions II and IV are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
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art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

1 1 . The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions II and V are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

12. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions II and VI are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
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art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

13. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions II and VII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

14. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions II and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 
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15. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions III and IV are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 

relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 

_ j 

useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

16. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions III and V are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 
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17. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions III and VI are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

18. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions III and VII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 
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19. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions III and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

20. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions IV and V are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 
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21 . The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions IV and VI are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

22. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions IV and VII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

23. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions IV and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
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relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

24. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions V and VI are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate- final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

25. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions V and VII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
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useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

26, The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions V and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

27. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions VI and VII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
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species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

28. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions VI and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

29. The inventions are distinct, each from one another because of the following reasons: 
Inventions VII and VIII are related as mutually exclusive species in an intermediate-final product 
relationship. Distinctness is proven for claims in this relationship if the intermediate product is 
useful to make other than the final product (MPEP § 806.04(b), 3 rd paragraph), and the species 
are patentably distinct (MPEP § 806.04(h)). Should applicant traverse on the ground that the 
species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence 
now of record showing the species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that is 
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the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions anticipated by the prior 
art, the evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other 
invention. 

30. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

3 1 . Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the search required 
for Invention I is not required for Invention II, restriction for examination purposes as indicated 
is proper. 

32. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject matter, restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

33. Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include an 
election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 
1.143). 

34. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected invention, the 
inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1.48(b) if one or more of the 
currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim remaining in the 
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application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 
1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1. 17(1). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LaShonda T. Jacobs whose telephone number is 703-305-7494. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 703-308-7562. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



Conclusion 



LaShonda T. Jacobs 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2157 



Itj 

April 30, 2004 




